Remarks 



Claims 2-4, 8 and 11 have been cancelled to expedite prosecution. 

Claim 14, indicated to be directed to allowable subject matter, has been 
amended by incorporating therein the subject matter of claims 9 and 10. The 
subject matter of claim 9 has been incorporated into claim 14 in the form as 
amended herein, which should not affect the allowability of claim 14 inasmuch as 
the amendments have not broadened claim 9. In incorporating the subject matter 
of claim 10, however, applicant has omitted the inclusion of subparagraph (c) of 
original claim 10, directed to a removable bezel. It is believed that the bezel 
feature was not relevant to the allowability of claim 14 and would have been 
unnecessarily limiting to the scope of that claim. 

Independent claims 1 and 9 have been amended to emphasize and clarify 
distinctions over the prior art, and in particular the Ward '628 and the Suman et al. 
'434 patent. 

The Ward '628 patent, which appears to be the Examiner's principal 
reference, is lacking fundamental features of the applicant's device, as set forth in 
the amended claims. In particular, the Ward '628 patent provides for adjustable 
aiming of the light beam, but not for adjustable focusing of the light beam as 
provided for in the applicant's device. In the Ward device, the focusing lens 50 is 
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fixed in the eyeball 35, either by an adhesive sealant (column 5, line 17) or by an 
0-ring (column 5, line 29). Focusing, in the sense of effecting adjustable 
expansion or contraction of the light beam is enabled in the Ward '628 patent only 
at the time of the initial installation , and not during normal usage. In the Ward 
*628 device, the fiber bundle 200 is secured in the neck of the eyeball either by a 
combination of neck threads 175 and a setscrew 90 or by means of a 
compression fitting (column 5, lines 56-65). Thus, in order to focus the light beam, 
in the sense of expanding or contracting the beam as contemplated by the 
applicant's claims, the unit would have to be disassembled in order to provide 
access to the setscrew at the neck of the eyeball. This is confirmed by the flow 
sheet provided at Fig. 5 of the *628 patent, which describes the step of "Fix 
Insertion Point" prior to installing the eyeball in its retention means. 

Both independent claims 1 and 9 now recite that the adjustable spot light 
provides independent aiming and focusing of a light beam emanating from a fiber 
optic bundle and both claims call for an adjustable focusing member arranged for 
limited axial movement relative to the pivot element. There is no such structure 
shown or suggested in the Ward '628 reference. 

The Suman et al. patent 5,070,434 is cited as showing a device having a 
shroud and a focusing lens mounted at the outer end of the shroud. It is clear, 
however, that the transparent plate 22 mounted at the front of the reflective 
shroud of Suman et al. is in no sense a "focusing lens". It is nothing more than a 
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transparent or translucent protective cover for the incandescent bulb located 
behind it. 

In the applicant's device, as set forth in amended independent claims 1 and 
9, an adjustable focusing member is provided which carries a focusing lens at the 
front thereof. The focusing of the light beam is achieved almost exclusively by the 
focusing lens, as the light emanating from the fiber optic bundle is projected 
principally in a fonA/ard direction and does not rely upon reflective redirection of the 
light by the shroud in order to focus the light beam. Suman et al., moreover, does 
not accommodate independent aiming and focusing, as required by the 
applicant's amended claims. The Suman et al. device is intended to serve as an 
interior light for an automobile and has essentially two positions: A retracted 
position for unfocused light and an extended position to provide a focused beam. 
In the retracted or unfocused position, the shroud is restricted within its carrier 
housing 14 and cannot be aimed. Aiming of the shroud is accommodated only 
when the shroud is extended to provide a focused beam. Suman et al. 
accordingly does not provide a cogent suggestion of the applicant's device as now 
claimed. Nor can it be feasibly combined with Ward '628 without substantially 
reconstructing both of the reference devices. 

The secondary references cited by the Examiner do not have significant 
relevance to the claims now presented. The Bobrick patent 2,922,030 illustrates a 
standard spot light fixture in which the socket for the spot light bulb 26 can be 
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pivoted from one side to another on a mounting bracket, and where the mounting 
bracket itself can be rotated. Bobrick is cited principally for its showing of flange 
arrangements for mounting the device in a ceiling, wall panel or the like. Bobrick 
was cited primarily against claim 3, which has been cancelled. 

Ward '230 was cited in part in connection with cancelled claim 8, with 
respect to the use of a color filter element. The use of such an element is not a 
central feature of the applicant's invention. 

Camarota 6,454,439 is cited against claims 10-12. for its showing of a 
reflective shroud with a bezel for securing a lens at the front portion of the shroud. 
In the context of the applicant's claimed invention, however, Camarota is not 
really appropriate. In Camarota, there is a fixed geometry between the 
illuminating bulb and the reflector. Focusing, if any, in Camarota is accomplished 
by changing , not adjusting, lenses. 

Ward '230 is also cited for its showing of a compression means for securing 
the fiber bundle, which is set forth in claim 12. Claim 12, however, incorporates all 
of the subject matter of amended claim 9, the novelty and patentability of which is 
discussed above. 

The other patents that were cited but not applied are not deemed to require 
specific comment. 
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It is thus believed that the claims now presented herein are in allowable 
condition, in the absence of a discovery of more relevant prior art. Favorable 
reconsideration is therefore requested. 
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